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1722 publication of Mairan’s me´moire on the earth’s figure—he could well be the
first person in over two hundred years to have studied it at all carefully—is, of
course, what an historian has to do; but this only prepares the way for the next
task, trying to understand how Mairan’s contemporaries understood his work.
Greenberg has not only done justice to this unending task for each of the major
works in the compass of his study, he has in the process revealed how superficial
readings or deliberate misrepresentations by contemporaries may have misled later
historians who relied on such secondary accounts. His richly multileveled story
contains many such lessons.
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Kusch’s book deserves the attention of historians of mathematics for three rea-
sons. One is its subject matter, which deals with the relations between philosophy
and psychology in Germany, 1880–1920. This is the period of Husserl, Frege, and
Wundt, all of whom had much to say on the nature of logic, mathematics, and
indeed on the nature of knowledge, and influenced the debates on the foundations
of mathematics that were at their height during this period. Wundt is perhaps less
familiar to us than the others, but it was he who was most influential on Enriques,
for example.
All three are at the center of this book. Much philosophy this century, especially
in the Anglo-Saxon tradition (but not the German one!), accepts a distinction
between philosophy and psychology which amounts to a victory of philosophy over
psychology and is popularly attributed to Frege and Husserl. Kusch shows that this
consensus can only be understood if it is pursued historically, and indeed that it is
frail and has been open to many interpretations. These interpretations are not
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random, but make sense when seen in the context of German academia. They also
allow him to give a rich account of Husserl’s philosophy in the period when the
logic–psychology divide was being most fruitfully contested and when such questions
were of greatest interest to the likes of Hilbert and Russell.
That said, the history and philosophy of mathematics is not a concern of this
book. The second reason for a historian of mathematics to read this book is rather
that it deals, sharply and clearly, with a huge topic that might otherwise remain
terra incognita, but which is the institutional and intellectual setting for the profound
shifts in mathematics initiated around 1900. Bridges can now be made, and links
explored, because of this firm building on the farther shore. Last, the book should
be read on methodological grounds. Subject boundaries, and the emergence of new
subjects, are an important feature of the history of mathematics. In this spirit, it is
not so much that it gives a compelling argument for Husserl and not Frege being
the central figure, contrary to much of modern philosophy of mathematics, as that
it addresses the question at all. It also deals with a large cast of other figures, and
one can hope that by sheer force of example it will promote other studies integrating
the history of mathematics into intellectual and social history.
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It is perhaps symptomatic of the fact that we all take the existence of mathematical
journals for granted that relatively little research has been undertaken regarding
their historical development [3]. Those studies that do exist are either largely
unknown or, on the other hand, are written from the point of view of one particular
journal (usually in celebration of some anniversary). For this reason, the present
work is especially welcome, not because it claims to be definitive, or even thorough,
but because it represents the first collection of papers devoted exclusively to the
history of mathematical journals in relation to their individual communities.
The book arose from an international symposium on the history of mathematical
journals, held at the University of Zaragoza in September 1991. This meeting was
designed to commemorate the 100th anniversary of the foundation of El Progreso
matema´tico, the first journal devoted purely to mathematics to be published in
Spain, and its founder Zoel Garcia de Galdeano (1846–1924). However, the collec-
tion which resulted from this meeting covers a much wider field, featuring 13 papers
by 14 different authors from six countries. These papers document various aspects
